State Laws

Since 1991, 36 states, the District of Columbia Boerto Rico
have signed into law charter school legislatidK (AR, AZ, CA,

Requested States’ Information

Passed in 1994, thArizona charter school law allows for an
unlimited number of charters to be granted by |echiool districts,
but sets a maximum of 25 charters per year grabjethe state
board of education and an equal number grantedhdgtate board
for charter schools. Charter schools can operaterua fifteen-year
performance contract to be reviewed every five yedrsponsored
by a local district, a charter school receives pgpil funding equal
to at least the average cost per pupil for theidishs a whole. If a
charter is state approved, the charter schoohddd directly by the
state based on the state funding formula for allosts. State
standards in core subjects apply to all charteoalsh and charter
school students must participate in the state'destiuassessment
program. Charter schools are automatically exengpb fmost other
state education laws and regulations.

In Arizona, it is working. Today, nearly 50,000 dgé&mts--6 percent
of the total pupil population--are enrolled in 4€@arter schools all
across the state. There are Montessori schoolgokcHor the



hearing-impaired, schools for agribusiness andptréorming arts.
One high school focuses on pregnant and parengegst Another
targets juvenile ex-offenders. Twelve school chartalone have
been awarded to Education Alternatives, a for-prefiucation
management company.

Passed originally in 1993 and amended in 1@€3orado's charter
school law empowers local district boards to giErdrters. It does
not limit the number of charter schools in the estatit does allow
local boards to "reasonably limit" the number inclealistrict.
Charter terms are up to five years. Funding isifipddo be at least
80% of the per pupil operating revenues and vanely from
district to district. Charter schools must meetexceed district
content standards and specify how they will evauatudent
performance. Using the state testing instrumenbisnandated.

Passed in 1994, thkansas charter school law sets a cap of 15
schools in the state and 2 per district, grantedidmal school
boards. Charter applications may be initiated bgclool, district
employees, an educational services contractorngrother person
or entity. Charter petitions are first reviewed thne local district
and then sent to the State Board of Education ifal fapproval.
Charter terms are 3 years; the term for renewahgpecified. The
funding formula is also not specified in the stat&gislation.
Charter school assessment must include participaticstate-wide
testing. There are no blanket waivers.

Compared to Arizona, Kansas has done virtuallyingtht is home
to one lone charter school. One solitary chartéosl may not
have been what Kansas legislators intended, bengike bill they
passed, it was about as much as they could expéete is a
distinct difference between a law that encouradester schools
and a law that merely permits them - Kansas mgrefynits them.

Passed in 199'Mississippi's charter school law allows a maximum
of 6 charter schools in the state (one in each remsgonal district
plus preference for one in the state's "Delta"aepwith no limit
on student enrollment. With LEA district approvtde state board
is the charter granting agency. Charter terms &eydars. Schools
can be legally independent entities and are waieédmost
education laws and regulations. Funding in relatorother state
public schools is not specified in Mississippi'wl&harter schools
must address and align with state educational gaats address
state standardized and performance-based assessment



Charter school legislation iNorth Carolina, passed in 1996 and
amended in 1997, caps the number of schools af5Lp6r year, per
district). North Carolina charter authorizers ird#ulocal school
boards, University of North Carolina boards of tees, and the
State Board of Education. Charter terms are up tge&s. The
schools must be operated by a nonprofit corporaind receive
funding comparable with other public schools in 8tate. They
must use state performance standards as a "flodriraust conduct
state board-selected assessments.

Passed in 1996South Carolina's charter school legislation
suggests no limits on the number of schools oresttgdenrolled.
Home schools are the only designated body that ctaoperate
charter schools. Sponsored by local boards andatgipdo state
boards, charters are legally independent and waekdmost

education laws and regulations. Charter terms areaBs. Funding
for charter schools is comparable with other Sdtdnolina public

schools. Charter schools must "meet or exceedtiaistontent

standards and implement state assessments.

Arguments “for” and “against”

Arguments in favor of charter schools:

» Allow public schools to be created outside of tkisting establishment

» Encourage creativity and innovation, allowing sdedo escape excessive
bureaucracy and regulation

* Increase the range of options available to pammdschildren

* Provide new, expanded teaching opportunities

* Are held responsible for results instead of "inputach as the number of books
in the library or the amount of time students spendass

* Incorporate market forces in public education

» Directly involve parents and the community in theetion of their schools.



Arguments against charter schools:

* Many regulations that school officials perceivebagiers cannot be waived (e.g.,
health and safety regulations, contract laws)

» Charters could be used to spend public funds aajgrior home schooling

* Because charters exist on such a small scale,libeefits will affect only a
limited number of students.

* For the school district, the new charter schooktituies a net financial loss.
Students attending the new school do not necegsadlce the sponsoring
organizations' costs.

» Charter Schools could become elite learning centimiag little to serve at-risk
youth.

» School boards can be still legally responsiblecfarter schools which they do
not control.

Research/Studies-
U.S. Department of Education

Some of the initial criticisms of charter schoolerermuted by one of
the most definitive reports to date, a recentlylighled federal study
as of January 1996. Racial composition of chartbosls, according
to the U.S. Department of Education study, roughisrors statewide
averages. Charters serve slightly lower proportiohstudents with
disabilities and limited English proficiency, biiete is no evidence
that they "cream" the best students. About onettluf charter
students are eligible for free or reduced priceostimeals--roughly
the same as public schools. What the report didaddress is the
growing number of charter school failures. Morentha dozen
schools across the country have closed down fasorearanging
from internal power struggles to financial mismagragnt (fraud,
guestionable expenditures, violation of state aoting procedures,
exaggerated enroliment figures to receive moreiptilphding).

UCLA'’s Study of 10 California Districts

Researchers found "no evidence that charter sshmot do more
with less" and that "regular public schools in dcts with charter
schools felt little to no pressure from the chasigrools to change the
way they do business." Thus, the UCLA study dispute the
strongest of terms that charter schools raise tloadeanic
achievement of their students in a more cost-effeainanner and
that nearby public schools will do a better job@ating their children
by adopting the innovations of the charter schools.



Michigan’s Review of Effective Use of Funds

In a yearlong study of Michigan's charter schooitiative,
researchers at Western Michigan University condutlet charter
schools may not be living up to their promise ofueational
innovation and more effective use of public mongye report, which
was presented to the pro-charter state board aatidn in February,
characterized many charters as "cookie-cutter" ashmn by for-
profit companies and suggested that many admitossrand charter
school boards were ill-equipped to run a school.



MEMO
To: Michael Boyd
From: Kelly Riley
Date: February 1, 2000
Subject:  Requested Research on Charter Schools

Per your request, attached you will find my prehary research on
charter schools. Thirty-six states, as well ashistrict of Columbia and
Puerto Rico, currently have legislation enablingréér schools. Given
each state’s legislation and requirements, chadkeools vary from state
to state. | have included an overview of the stayjeu requested
(Colorado, North Carolina and South Carolina), ak$iksippi, and of
those states cited in the literature as having essfal (Arizona) and
unsuccessful (Kansas) charter school programs.

One argument supporting charter schools is that sabools allow for
more creativity and innovation, thereby increasing range of options
available to students. Likewise, an argument agaiharter schools is
that they only serve a limited number of studenitsave included the
results of three studies (one national, two state}o charter schools’
effectiveness.

Please let me know of any additional research reexfe this topic.
Thanks!



